at least 50 weight percent of said second polymer is comprised of said 
polymer of conjugated diene units. 

2 1 . (Amended) A [reaction product] composition comprising the reaction product 
of [a blend of] a maleated polypropylene and amine terminated polybutadiene 

Please cancel claim 22 without prejudice or disclaimer. 

REMARKS 

The final office action of June 16, 2000 and the Examiner's comments attached to 
an Advisory Action of August 30, 2000 have been fully considered by Applicants. In 
conjunction with a Notice of Appeal, Applicants submit the present amendment to 
overcome most formal rejections of the Final Office Action. 

Claim 1 has been amended as suggested by the Examiner. The term "conjugated 
diene units" was suggested by the Examiner as acceptable in the Final Office Action. 
Claim 2 has been amended to include acceptable language for identifying the carboxylic 
acid as in claim 10. Claims 7 and 9 have also been amended as suggested by the 
Examiner in the Final Office Action. Particularly, Claims 7 and 9 were deemed by the 
Examiner to be ". . . indefinite because it is not known what a polymer comprising 
polybutadiene signifies." According to the Examiner's suggestion, those claims have 
been amended to read "butadiene units" rather than "polybutadiene units." In addition, 
claim 10 was deemed "...indefinite because 'said C 4 -C 8 conjugated diene units' lacks 
antecedent basis in Claim 1." Applicants recognize this error and have amended claim 10 
to read "...said second polymer is comprised of said polymer of conjugated diene units." 
Finally, Claim 21 has been amended to read "A composition comprising the reaction 
product of . . ." in accordance with Examiner's proposed language. 

Applicants submit these amendments do not raise new issues as they are simply 
amendments to overcome §112 rejections and use language proposed by the Examiner. 
In many of these amendments, the Examiner indicated in the Advisory Action that the 
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claims as amended would have overcome the §1 12 rejections if the amendment had been 
entered. Accordingly, the amendments clearly reduce issues on appeal and should be 
entered. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the amended claims overcome many of the 
Examiner's §112 rejections, and request withdrawal of the same. Moreover, the only 
remaining formal rejection should be of claim 1 for the language "comprised 
substantially". 

If any fee is due in conjunction with the filing of this response, Applicants 
authorize deduction of that fee from Deposit Account No. 06-0308. 



Respectfully Submitted, 

FAY, SHARPE, FAGAN, 
MINNICH & McKEE, LLP 

Scott A. McCol lister 
Reg. No. 33,961 
1 1 00 Superior Avenue, Seventh Floor 
Cleveland, Ohio 44 1 1 4-25 1 8 
(216) 861-5582 




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify that this AMENDMENT is being deposited with the United States Postal Service as EXPRESS 
MAIL in an envelope numbered EL581517811US addressed to^ASsi^tant Commissioner for Patents, 
Washington, DC 2023 1 on October 2, 20JJC 



Chuck Dunbar 
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